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remarks/argum[ ents 

The Examiner has again rejected Claims 13> i to 10, 19, 20 and 3 1 to 43, as being 
obvious and unpatentable based upon the Nien et al. h 1 84 patent in view of the Bellinger 
'562 patent under 35 US.a§ 103(a). Further, the Ejijaininer has again rejec^^^ Claimsll 
to 1 8, and 3 1 to 42 a^j being obvious and unpatentable ^ascd upon the Nien et al, M 84 patent 
in view of the Chang '889 patent under 35 U.S.C. § ^03(a). 

The Nien * 1 84 patent discloses a decorative pl*te assembling structure for an upper 
beam of a blind device* 

The Bellinger '562 patent discloses a curtaiii holder bracket for mounting on a 
window frame. 

The Chang '889 patent discloses a rod rack su^orting structure for holding one or 
more cylindrical curtain rods. 

The Nien and Bellinger patents donottcacfa that their respective holder brackets have 
upper and lower channels for preventing each of its hdtlding Wall members from falling out 
of the U-shaped conventional blind mounting device for holding one or more curtain rods^ 
Further, the Nien and Bellinger patents do not teach pr disclose that the upper and lower 


channels of the first and second brackets interiock within each of the upper and lower 
receiving channels of the convention blind bracket moi^tmg devices, respectively, such that 
one or more curtain rods attached to the first and secoiid brackets can hold in excess of five 
(5) pounds of weight of valances, curtains or drapes |whcn in an assembled state and in 
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opemtional use thereof. The Niei) and Bellinger patents are silent on the interlocking aspects 
of their holding brackets as well as the amount of weight their brackets can hold. Also, the 
Nien '184 patent is only designed to hold decorative plates 40 from its holding cover 
member 30 and not one or more curtain rods with curtains thereon. Nien's holder brackets 
as designed, see Figures 1 and 2^ would not be capabie of supporting multiple curtain rods 
and curtains on its holder brackets. The present invention was designed to hold multiple 
curtain rods having curtains, drapes, valances and/or ihears thereon. Further, the Bellinger 
'562 patent does not show upper and lower channels, its holder brackets are directly attached 
to a window frame, and not to a conventional blind mounting device. Bellinger's rod 
holder 75 Is different in structure as it has a pair of bjack side walls 45 and 46, the present 
invention does not have these side wails. Furthcfr, Bellinger's rod holder 75 is not 
configured for preventing its rod holder from falling 6ut of a conventional U-shaped blind 
bracket mounting device. The mounting bracket^ of |the present invention serves the dual 
function of ( 1 ) holding one or more cmtain rods hafving curtains, drapes, valences and/or 
shears thereon and (2) a safety latch in order to prefVent the blind from falling out of the 
conventional U-shaped Wind bracket mounting devio^ for holding one or more curtain rods. 

The Nien and Chang patents do not teach that idieir respective holder brackets have 
upper and lower channels for preventing each of its folding wall members from falling out 
of the U-shaped conventional blind rriounting devicelfor holding one or more curtain rods. 
Further, the Nien and Chaug patents do not teach disclose that the upper and lower 
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chaanels of the first and second brackets interlock l withm each of the upper and lower 
receiving channels of the conventional blind bracket punting devices, respectively, such 
that one or more curtain rod$ attached to the first and kcond bmckets can hold in excess of 
five (5) pounds of weight of valances, curtains or drapes when in an assembled state and in 
operational use thereof The Nien and Chang patentsl arc silent on the interlocking aspects 
of their holding brackets as well as the amount of weight their brackets can hold. Also, the 
Nien '184 patent is onl y designed to hold decorative plates 40 fi-om its holding cover 
member 30 and not one or more curtain rods wlt^ curtains t|iereon. Nien*s holder 
brackets as designed, see Figures 1 and 2, would n^ t be capable of supporting multiple 
ciutain rods and curtains on its holder brackets. The present invention was designed to hold 
multiple curtaba rods having curtains, drapes, valanceb and/or shears thereon. Further, the 
Chang *889 patent does not show upper and lower chajnnels, its holder support brackets are 
directly attached to a window fi-ame, and not to a conventional blind mounting device. 
Chang's rod holder 20 is different in structure as it hai a support base member^ the present 
invention does npt have this support base member. Fjurther, Chang's rod holder 20 is not 
structurally shaped for preventing its rod holder fTij>m falling out of a conventional U- 
shaped blind bracket mounting device. The mountit^g brackets of the present invention 
serves the dual function of (1) holding one or more <jurtain rods having curtains, drapes, 
valences and/or shears thereon and (2) a safety latcl^i in order to prevent the blind from 
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falling out of the conventional U-shaped blind bracket mounting device for holding one or 
more curtaiD rods. 

Accordingly^ even if the prior art references! of Nien et al, and Bellinger were 
combined, they do not teach or disclose the c laimed featutes of Amended Independent Claim 
1 and the Claims which depend therefrom. Further, e^en if the prior art references of Nien 
et al, and Chang were combined, they do not teach! or disclose the claimed features of 
Amended Independent Claim 3 1 and the Claims whicfa depend therefrom* 

For these reasons* it is respectfully submitted tl^at Applicant's Claims 1 to 20 and 3 1 
to 43 should be allowed. 

Respectfully submitted, 
EZRASUTrrON,P-A, 




RA SUTlrON 
eg. No. 25t770 


Plaza 9, 900 Route 9 
Woodbridge, New Jersey 07095 
(732) 634-3520 
ES/dIp 

I HEREBY CeRTTFY THAT THIS CORRESPONEffiNCE IS 
BEING DBPOSniED Wtm THE UKnED STATES POSTAL 
$«RVIC£ AS FIRST-CLASS MAIL IN AN ENVEIX>PE 
ADDRESSED TO: C(X4MISSI0N£R FQR PAJ^r^ 
r.O. BOXW50. 
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